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Frank:
 
Have you made any progress in setting up a call between your colleagues at 
EPA and NL.  We're scheduled to be at another CAG meeting on November 1.  
Many of the questions asked at the last meeting regarding the cap, capping 
materials, groundwater monitoring, etc., are matters that would be resolved 
in a detailed SOW and design plan. In other words, I'm not sure what NL or 
Old Bridge can say in this regard.
 
My best information is that while people in the CAG may disagree over the 
location of the cap, there is a consensus some capping remedy on site that 
could be started next year is the preferred approach.  If EPA has a different 
understanding, please let me know.
 
But the $64,000 question is where does EPA stand?  NL has committed to 
attempt to multi-task on many different fronts, and spend substantial sums in 
the process, to be in the field next year.  We need to draft an EE/CA, 
negotiate a SOW and an AOC, go through public comment, draft an RFP and hire 
contractors, to name only a fraction of the work that must start very soon. 
Stated differently, we are already running late and if we do not hit the 
ground running in the next several weeks, I do not think we can accomplish 
all of it.
 
For example Frank, we don't have a contractor in our back pocket ready to go.  
You know as well as I that this is a big project, and it seems that if we are 
ALL not committed to moving forward expeditiously (i.e., by November) it is 
going to be difficult to accomplish what I believe the elected officials and 
most of the residents of Old Bridge would like to see happen next year.
 
The first step of this ambitious journey is for NL and Old Bridge to hear 
that EPA supports this approach.  If not, EPA should break that news to Old 
Bridge and the CAG at the November 1 meeting.
 
I know it is difficult to set up these calls, and I suspect that what NL and 
Old Bridge have proposed has engendered a great deal of internal discussion. 
Nevertheless, we need your guidance and your decision, and we need it now if 
EPA is interested in the approach we discussed most recently on October 11.
 



Thanks.
 

Christopher R. Gibson, Esq.
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